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Current Topics. 
The Leeds Meeting of The Law Society. 


WE NOTICED last week the arrangements for the Leeds Meeting. 
We are able to print this week the subjects of the papers which 
are to be read, and it will be seen that they include several matters 
of current interest. The Law of Property Act furnishes one subject, 
though it does not seem to attract the amount of attention that 
might be expected. There has been very little attempt, so far, to 
discuss the effect it will have on practical conveyancing, and there 
is only the short space of two years for it to be recast and put in 
such a form that it may be possible to use it. Sir Kinestey 
Woop, in his paper on the Rent Restriction Act, may be expected 
to afford useful material for the consideration of the Committee 
on the Act, and the other contributions will be awaited with 
interest. 


The Institute of International Law and Double Death Duties. 


AN INTERESTING article by Lord PaiLLimoreE on the recent 
meeting of the Institut du Droit International at Grenoble appeared 
in The Times of the 6th inst. M., Weiss, the French member of 
the Permanent Court of International Justice, of which he is 
Vice-President, was the President at the meeting, and other 
members present included the President of that Court, Dr. Loprr, 
and four other of the Judges, and M. CLuNret, whom Lord 
PHILLIMORE describes as ‘‘ the doyen of international lawyers, 
the oldest advocate of the Paris Bar.’ The English members 
present were Sir SHerston Baker, Professor Pearce Hiaetns, 
and Lord Paituimore. The chief subjects discussed were deuble 
death duties, the Covenant of the League of Nations,and the 
work and constitution of the International Court. It is mani- 
festly unfair for different countries to levy separate death duties 
on the same property, and the same unfairness arises as regards 
income tax. The case of double income tax was considered by 
the Royal Commission on Income Tax, both as regards 
countries within the British Empire and foreign countries. As 
regards the former, some relief has been granted under recent 
Finance Acts, but as regards foreign countries, we believe no 
practical step has yet been taken as regards either form of 
taxation. The Income Tax Commission pointed out in their 
Report (1920) that any relief must depend on reciprocal arrange- 
ments between the Governments of the countries affected, and 
it was suggested that the League of Nations was the authority to 
undertake the task. ‘‘ It was,” they said, “only pessible to 
arrive at such an arrangement by a series of conferences, possibly 
under the auspices of the League of Nations, such as we have been 
happy to hold with the representatives of the Governments of 
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the Dominions.” We are not aware that the League has yet 
undertaken this task, but the Institute has been trying to discover 
the principle on which death duties should be levied. ‘“ Some 
speakers,” says Lord Puttiimorg, “ preferred that the imposition 
of death duties should lie with the country of the nationality 
of the deceased ; others that it should be according to his domicil ; 
others that it should be imposed on the several properties by the 
State in which they were situate. Eventually it was decided 
by majorities that the rule should be that the duty was levied 
by the State of the domicil, but that immoveable (houses and 
landed property), with their adjuncts, should pay duty to the 
State in which they were situate.” 


The Permanent Court and Judicial Disputes. 


NATURALLY THE Institute is concerned with the League of 
Nations and the Permanent Court. At the meeting last year at 
Rome a Committee was appointed to examine the organization 
and the text of the Covenant. On this subject the Committee’s 
reporter, M. ALvarez, had prepared a draft, which Lord 
PHILLIMORE refers to as an “ astonishing document.” In fact, 
it seems to have reduced the League to a very subordinate 
position, and the Institute, when it had recovered from its 
surprise, was unable to do more than resolve to keep a watchful 
eye upon the matter. It came to the following conclusion :— 

“The Institute, having taken cognizance of the labours of the Com- 
mittee, will keep the critical study of the Covenant upon its agenda, 
in order to decide at its next session whether, and if so, to what extent, 
it will be advantageous to suggest amendments to the present text, 
especially with a view to realize the ideal of the League of Nations 
being universal.” 

Finally the Institute attempted a solution of a question which 
the establishment of the International Court has made of great 
importance :—What disputes between nations may be termed 
“ juridical,” that is, fit for a decision by the Court of Justice or 
by arbitrators acting judicially, as opposed to those matters of 
a political nature which are incapable of decision upon legal 
principles. Under Art. 36 of the Statute establishing the Court 
{1921, Cmd. 1276], the jurisdiction is mainly voluntary. It 
comprises all cases which the parties refer to it and all matters 
specially provided in Treaties and Conventions. There is, 
however, a special protocol which States are invited to sign if 
they please, whereby a State consents to be treated as an ordinary 
litigant, liable to be summoned before the Court by any State 
which, in its turn, enters into a similar obligation. Several 
States have signed this special protocol, but none of the great 
nations. There remains, however, the question whether a particular 
dispute is really capable of being dealt with on legal principles 
or not, and the Institute resolved that on this a three-fourths 
majority of the Court should be decisive, though in general a 
simple majority prevails. This, of course, does not mean that a 
non-juridical dispute is outside the Covenant ; merely that it 
goes to arbitration or to the Council, or to the Court for an 
advisory opinion, under Arts. 13, et seg. We may notice that a 
useful article on Juridical—or as he calls them Justiciable— 
Disputes by Master Jet¥ is contained in Vol. VII (1922) of the 
Transactions of the Grotius Seciety. Finally, the Institute 
carried with unanimity and with the hearty approval of Lord 
PuIturmor:e the following resolution :— 

‘The Institute expresses its earnest desire that those States which 
are not as yet members of the League of Nations should nevertheless 
participate in the constitution and working of the International Court 
of Justice.” 


The Obligation to maintain Habitability. 


THE RECENT case of Arlidge v. Tottenham Urban District Council 
(38 Times L. R., 819) will by its very name recall to local govern- 
ment practitioners, the struggles of some twenty years ago, which 
finally resulted in the victory of Bureaucracy in respect of 
Ministerial claims to exercise non-judicially powers of a judicial 
type conferred by statute on administrative bodies. The new 
Anidge Case, however, deals with a much smaller matter, albeit 
a fairly important one, to a large class of small tenants. Sections 14 


“e 





and 15 of the first Housing and Town Planning Act, that of 1909, 
it will be remembered, imported a warranty of habitability on the 
part of the landlord who lets a house under a certain rental which 
varies in different administrativeareas. The later'Act of 1919, which 
is to be read along with the principal Act, empowers a local 
authority to compel the owner of a house suitable for working- 
class occupation to ‘make and keep” such house reasonably 
fit for human habitation. The question arose whether the very 
drastic power thus conferred on the local authority applies only 
to houses suitable for working people, which are within the 
rental limits of the Act of 1909, or whether it applies to such houses 
whatever their rental limits. 
the Divisional Court took the view that the rental limits are not 
in such a case applicable, a decision which adds considerably 
to the burdens of urban landowners, whose property a local 
authority may deem suitable for occupation by members of the 
working class. 


The Statutory Definition of a Trade Union. 

A PECULIARLY vicious example of legislation by reference is 
brought to light by Performing Rights Society, Limited v. London 
Theatre of Varieties, Limited (38 T.L.R. 791), where the Court of 
Appeal animadverted upon the extraordinary definition of a 
Trade Union contained in the Trade Union Act, 1913. A 
company, limited by guarantee, was restricted to “ composers, 
authors, publishers or proprietors of musical, literary or dramatic 
works,” and provided inter alia for the mutual pooling of interests 
in the public performances of their respective copyrighted works. 
A dispute arose as to an alleged infringement of copyright in 
works belonging to a shareholder of the company which he had 
assigned to it; and the alleged infringers pleaded that the com- 
pany was disentitled to sue them on the ground that it was really 
a trade union, and therefore could not be registered as a joint- 
stock company. Now definitions of “trade union” are to be found 
in the Trade Union Acts of 1871, 1876 and 1913. The last Act 
does not purport to repeal the definition contained in the Act 
of 1876, but gives an interpretation of it ; it contains, in fact, a 
sort of “ declaratory claim” as to the meaning of the term. 
Section 2 (1), the clause to which we are referring, is as follows: 
The expression ‘ trade union’ for the purpose of the Trade 
Union Acts, 1871 to 1906, and this Act, means any combination, 
whether temporary or permanent, the principal objects of which 
are under its constitution statutory objects...” This is a 
definition of the most extraordinary obscurity. In order to see 
what it means, one has to turn back to s. 1 (2) of this same 
Trade, Union Act of 1913; there one finds that “ statutory 
objects” means the “ objects mentioned in section sixteen of 
the Trade Union Amendment Act, 1876...” Since there 
have been repeated modifications of the earlier Trade Union Acts 
for many purposes, this remarkable instance of legislation by 
reference creates the greatest doubt and difficulties—several of 
which were raised in the case referred to, and had to be considered 
by the court. The Court of Appeal finally held that the society 
was not within the 1876 statutory definition of a Trade Union, 
and that, therefore, it could be validly registered as a Joint Stock 
Company. But the case, we think, may well be quoted as almost 
the reductio ad absurdum of a definition enacted through the 
machinery of “ legislation by reference.” 


Obsolete Building Regulations. 

In A CIRCULAR issued by the Ministry of Health to local 
authorities, attention is called to the urgent importance of 
revising any bye-laws in force with respect to new streets and 
buildings if this has not been recently done. There are, it 18 
stated, a large number of local authorities who for many years 
have not altered their bye-laws, and these in consequence are 
antiquated. Under the temporary provisions of the Housing 


&c. Act, 1919—that is, for three years from 31st July, 1919— 
local authorities were empowered, notwithstanding bye-laws, 
to consent to the erection and use for habitation of any buildings 
in accordance with regulations of the Ministry. This period has 
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elapsed, though, since the circular treats the provision as still in 
force, we presume the period has been extended. But in any 
case the provision is only temporary, and frequent revision of 
bye-laws is required. To facilitate this the model bye-laws 
have been from time to time revised, particularly in the light of 
the experience of local authorities, and the present models are 
very different from the earlier ones, and allow a wide margin 
of elasticity to builders, while, in the view of the Ministry, securing 
all the safeguards which local authorities can, consistently with 
the statutes, require in the interest of the community. The 
Departmental Committee on Building Bye-laws recommended 
that all bye-laws with respect to new streets and buildings should 
be reviewed at least every ten years. The Ministry suggest that 
the task should be undertaken at even shorter intervals in order 
that the local authority may be quite sure that their bye-laws 
provide adequately for modern requirements. But all this 
seems to refer only to new buildings. Equally, and perhaps 
more important, is the question of rebuilding. 


Ministerial Transactions affecting Commons. 

THE Boarp of Agriculture’s approval was given during last 
year to the levying of rates upon the owners of stints, sheep-gaits, 
or rights of common by the Conservators of the following regulated 
commons to meet the current expenses incurred by them for the 
regulation and management of the commons: Abbotside, 
Ashdown Forest, Crosby Garrett, East Stainmore, Skipworth, 
Sodbury, West Tilbury, and Winton and Kaber. Twenty orders 
of exchange under the Inclosure Acts were confirmed during the 
year affecting 240 acres of land valued at £13,275 as compared 
with four orders in 1920 affecting 36 acres valued at £2,263. 
Fourteen applications for exchange orders were received in 1921. 
The recreation ground of four acres at Marnhull (Dorsetshire) set 
out under the Marnhull Inclosure Award dated 15th December, 
1862, was sold with the approval of the Minister under s. 27 of 
the Commons Act, 1876, for the sum of £281 6s. on the under- 
standing that the money would be applied forthwith towards the 
purchase of a new recreation ground better suited to the require- 
ments of the locality. The money was paid into the Ministry’s 
account and negotiations for the acquisition of a new recreation 
ground were in progress at the end of the year. An Order under 
8. 2 (3) of the Defence of the Realm (Acquisition of Land) Act, 
1916, was issued in respect of certain roads over Bramshott 
Common (Hants) constructed by the War Office for military 
purposes during the war. The Order declared that the restoration 
to its original condition of the common land thus converted into 
roads was not necessary in the interests either of the persons 
interested in the common or of the public. 








The Law of Property Act, 1922. 


XI. 
THE PROTECTION OF PURCHASERS (continued). 


Equitable Interests overridden——We showed last week how in 
reading s. 3 of the Act, s-s. (5), which deals with equitable 
interests capable of registration or protected by a deposit of 
title deeds affecting a legal estate, really requires to be treated 
as an independent section, and its inclusion in s. 3 overloads an 
enactment which in itself is sufficiently difficult. That there is 
any inherent difficulty we do not say ; such difficulty as there is 
proceeds from the complicated arrangement of the section. 

The idea of the section, indeed, is simple enough. It preserves 
the doctrine of notice, and affirms the conveyancing practice by 
which, even where a purchaser has notice, equitable interests 
may be overridden by a trust for sale or by the powers, express or 
statutory, of a settlement. The only change is that an artificial 
extension of the effect of such a trust or of such powers is intro- 
duced. This extension is contained in s-s. (3), and in a section 
to be found in quite a different part of the Act—namely, s. 53 (2) 
in Part II, which contains amendments of the Settled Land Acts. 





We have already given the text of para. (iii) of s-s. (3) and of 
s. 53 (2), and have explained their effect (ante, pp. 737, 738), 
and it is only necessary now to show how they fall in with the 
general scheme of s. 3. 

That scheme is to enable equitable interests, not capable of 
registration under the Land Charges Act, 1888, and not protected 
by deposit of deeds, to be overridden in all cases either by a trust 
for sale or a settlement. There is also the special case where 
such estates and interests are bound by an order of the court. 
But unfortunately the Act does not first provide for the increased 
efficacy of trusts for sale and settlements, and then leave the 
ordinary law to operate. It first, by s. 3 (2) (i) (a), affirms the 
existing practice as to equitable interests being overridden either 
by a trust for sale or by the statutory or express powers of a 
settlement (including a settlement set up for this express purpose 
under s. 53), and then proceeds to deal separately with equitable 
interests which at present would not be so overridden. This is 
done by s-s. (3), and equitable interests which cannot be over- 
ridden under an ordinary trust for sale or a settlement can be 
overridden under that sub-section and are defined as “‘ protected 
by a trust for sale or a settlement.” But, in fact, they are no 
more protected than the equitable interests which can be over- 
ridden at present. All that is meant is that they are brought 
within the class of interests which can be shifted from the land 
to the proceeds of sale. 

If, in drafting s. 3—the section was, in fact, the result of 
compromise and was the subject of extensive re-drafting, so we 
feel the more free to criticize it—the method above suggested 
had been adopted, the section would have been very materially 
shortened and its difficulties removed. Sub-section (3), as we 
have said, deals with ‘‘ equitable interests and powers which are 
not capable of being overreached independently of this sub- 
section ”’—a roundabout way of saying that they are not at 
present overridden by the exercise of trusts for sale or the powers 
of a settlement. Three methods of overriding them are then 
propounded. The first two are as follows :— 

‘*(i) Where the legal estate affected is at the time when any equitable 
interests or powers are created or arise subject to a trust for sale, the 
equitable interests and powers aforesaid may be over-reached by the 
trustees for sale, and shall, according to their priorities, take effect 
as if created or arising by means of a trust affecting the proceeds of 
sale and the income of the land until sale ; 

(ii) Where the legal estate affected is, at the time aforesaid, subject 
to a settlement, the equitable interests and powers aforesaid may be 
over-reached by the tenant for life of full age or statutory owner, and 
shall, according to their prioritées, take effect as if limited or arising by 
or under that settlement.” 

Paragraph (iii), as we have said, has been quoted at p. 737 ante, 
and we need not repeat it. It allows trusts for sale to be set 
up to override equitable interests. As to para. (i) it is difficult 
to suggest a case to which it can apply.’ It assumes that the 
legal estate is subject to an existing trust for sale and that then, 
subsequently, an equitable interest is created. But in the 
ordinary course such an interest can only be created subject 
to the trust for sale, and subject to the possibility of being 
overridden by the exercise of the trust. Either the draftsman 
had in mind a concrete case for which he desired to provide, and 
in that case it would be useful to have the case stated ; or the 
paragraph was inserted merely as a precaution. The latter 
hypothesis, however, is unlikely, and it would not justify the 
insertion of the paragraph. We presume that there are cases 
to which it can apply, and in course of time no doubt we shall 
be told what they are. But on either hypothesis, the provision 
is out of place in s. 3. There is a section and schedule of the 
Act—s. 11 and Sched. IV—expressly dealing with the protection 
of purchasers under trusts for sale, and it is to that schedule that 
the paragraph in question belongs. The same may be said of 
para. (iii), which enables a trust for sale to be set up for the 
purpose of overriding equitable interests. This should be in 
Sched. IV. There is no more reason for placing it in s. 3 than for 
including in that section s. 53 (2), which allows settlements to be 
set up for the same purpose. 
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As regards para. (ii), it is equally difficult to imagine the 
cases to which it will apply. It assumes that the legal estate 
is subject to an existing settlement, and that subsequently 
an equitable interest arises. But what equitable interest can 
so arise which is not overridden by the conveyance by the tenant 
for life? The effect of that conveyance is defined bys. 20 of 
the Settled Land Act, 1882, and, though that section does 
exclude (1) prior interests; (2) charges for money actually raised ; 
and (3) leases and grants of easements, yet it is extended by 
s. 47 of the present Act so as to cut out these exemptions where 
they are “ protected by a settlement under Part I of the Act” ; 
i.e. by s. 3. Surely the proper course was to cut out s. 3 (3), 
para. (ii), and make by s. 47 such amendment of s. 20 of the 
Act of 1882 as would give to the conveyance bythe tenant for 
life the overriding effect which is really intended. 

We hope we have made it clear that the whole of s-s. (3) is 
out of place where it at present stands, and not only is it out of 
place, but it introduces into s. 3 quite needless difficulty. If, in 
the first place, the efficacy of a trust for sale in overriding 
equitable interests, and the possibility of creating a trust for 
sale for this express purpose were enacted in the appropriate 
place—+.e., in Schedule [V—and if the efficacy of a conveyance 
by a tenant for life in overriding equitable interests were enacted 
in the appropriate place—.e., by an amendment of s. 20 of the 
Act of 1882, then s-s. (3) disappears altogether, and so does 
#-s. 2 (i) (c). We should know from the appropriate parts of the 
statute the full efficacyofa trust for sale and of a settlement,and that 
either a trust for sale or a settlement can be set up for the express 
purpose of overriding equitable interests. We should then discover 
from what is left of s. 3 that the purchaser of a legal estate takes 
free from equities of which he has notice, provided they are over- 
ridden by an (amplified) trust for sale or by the (amplified) 
powers of a settlement, or are bound by an order of the Court. 
But this, of course, is merely declaratory, and the result is that, 
if the parts of s. 3 which really alter the law are put in their 
proper places, the section becomes unnecessary, and can be 
dispensed with. We rather think that this will be found to be 
the correct solution, and the necessary changes can be made in 
the recasting of the Act. 

Till that is done, all that is required in reading the section is 
to note that s-s. (1) is useless, since any efficacy it might have is 
taken out of it by the saving at the end—*“ save as provided by 
sub-section (2)”’; that where a title shows that the legal estate 
is subject to equities, it must be discovered whether these will be 
overridden by a trust for sale or by a settlement, in either case 
originally subsisting or created ad hoc ; moreover, by force of the 
Act all subsequent equities will be thus overridden, although (if 
this is possible) not subject to the trust for sale or the present 
statutory powers ; and, finally, that the equitable interests which 
can be protected by registration under the Land Charges Act, 
1888, are greatly extended, and, if registered, are not liable to be 
overridden, save as regards the equitable charges mentioned in 
Sched. VII, s. 1 (1) (6), (ce): 7.e., equitable charges for money paid 
for death duties, and other equitable charges not created by 
deposit of documents. 

We may add that s-s.(1) of s. 3 seems to have been introduced 
in order to give in appearance of simplicity to the new con- 
veyancing by means of the legal estate. But it is in fact quite 
subordinate to s-s. (2), and any simplification is due, not to any 
increased efficacy of the legal estate, but to the increased 
efficacy of trusts for sale and settlements. 


(To be concluded.) 


Acting as chairman of the Coal Wages Board for Lancashire, Cheshire 
and North Staffordshire, Judge Spencer Hogg has taken the important 
step of setting up a subsistence wage for miners. Ruling that the present 
rates of pay do not give subsistence to the lower paid of those engaged in the 
trade, he decided, in answer to a formal appeal of the men’s representatives, 
that a subsistence wage of 5s. per day must be paid to young persons and 
7s. 9d. per day to those over twenty-one, with the proviso that those earning 
£2 6s. 6d. per week shall not be regarded as coming under the scheme. 











Solicitors’ Cases for the Year. 


THE cases relating to solicitors decided during the past year 
are not very numerous, but they are not without considerable 
interest, and a short summary of them may be found useful. 

The first to be considered is the decision of the Privy Council 
in the case of Re Iles (66 Sou. J.297). The facts are very simple. 
Some fifteen years ago a solicitor in Trinidad altered the date of 
a deed after its execution with the alleged intention of evading 
the payment of fifteen shillings stamp duty. He was struck off 
the Rolls in 1921 by the Supreme Court of Trinidad, and his 
appeal to the Privy Council was dismissed by the Judicia! Com- 
mittee on the ground that he had not received harder measure 
than he deserved. The main question was whether the course 
taken of striking him off the Rolls was one of excessive severity 
under the circumstances, and this involved a consideration of 
the duty and liability of a solicitor under such circumstances. 
The case is chiefly remarkable for the judgment of Lord Sumner, 
in which he points out the high standard of integrity to which the 
profession is expected to conform. It was urged, said his 
Lordship, that if the act were dishonest it was a very small one, 
but in a solicitor’s practice there should be no small dishonesties ; 
true it was that the act was done long ago and that the record 
disclosed no other delinquency; but the fact had become known 
in spite of discreditable denials, and further, the appellant might 
have pleaded that he had never recalled the act without regret, 
and had atoned for a single fault by years of unblemished profes- 
sional conduct, but he had not done so. All this seems to be 
more or less applicable to solicitors in England, but it must be 
borne in mind, as Lord Sumner pointed out, that, in considering 
the conduct of the appellant, the conditions in Trinidad differed 
greatly from those which prevailed in this country, and that 
English analogies were not always closely applicable in such cases. 

The next case is a decision of Russell, J., on the construction of 
a partnership deed in Carlyon-Britton v. Lumb (38 T.L.R. 298). 
In that case a partnership deed made in 1909 between the plaintiff 
and defendant, who were solicitors, provided that the salary or 
other benefit derived by either partner from any “ office ’’ which 
he might hold during the continuance of the partnership should be 
treated as forming part of the profits, and that after five years the 
plaintiff should not be obliged to attend to the business any 
further than he thought proper. In 1914 the plaintiff joined the 
Army with the rank of Major, and in 1918 he was demobilized, 
the partnership being dissolved in 1921. It was held that the 
word “ office ” in the partnership deed included the position of 
an officer in the Army, and on the taking of accounts the pay 
received by the plaintiff as an officer was to be treated as profits of 
the partnership. 

In the case of Dessau v. Peters, Rushton & Co. (66 Sox. J. 60 
(14)), the question was as to the effect of a change of solicitors on 
the former solicitors’ lien for costs. The general rule is that the 
former solicitors are not entitled to assert their lien for their costs 
of the action by retaining papers that have come into their hands 
in the course of the action, but must deliver them up on receiving 
the usual undertaking by the new solicitors for preserving their 
lien. This rule had been applied in an administration action and 
in an attion for partition, but it had not been applied or extended to 
an action for dissolution of a partnership until the case above cited. 

The question has frequently arisen what are ‘‘ other documents ” 
within the meaning of Schedule II of the General Order, 1882, 
made in pursuance of the Solicitors Remuneration Act, 1881, and 
it has now been decided in the Irish case of Re Rathmines and 
Rathgar Improvement Commissioners (1922, 1 Ir. 13), that drawing 
a case for counsel in contemplation of litigation comes within the 
expression ‘‘ other documents,’ and is properly charged for at 
two shillings a folio. 

In Hall v. Minter (65 Sou. J. 157) it was held that a fee for 
negotiating a loan could not be charged where the loan was one 
of the terms of the compromise of the action. The action was 
by a vendor for specific performance of the contract for sale of 
an estate, and after considerable negotiations the action was 
ultimately compromised upon terms which were, in effect, 
that half the purchase money should be left secured upon 
mortgage of the property for a term of two years, and that the 
purchaser should pay the balance in cash, together with the 
plaintiffs’ taxed costs of the action, upon the footing of affording 
them a complete indemnity. Upon the taxation of the costs the 
purchaser objected to an item of £75 charged as a fee for negotia- 
ting the loan of the amount to be left upon mortgage. It was 
held that the charge must be disallowed as all the negotiations 
for the settlement of the action were properly charged by items 
in the bill of costs, and it was impossible to sever the terms of 
negotiation for the settlement of the action and to make 4 
separate charge for the mortgage. 

In Smith v. Howes (66 Sou. J. 367), a question arose as to the 
allowance of disbursements under Ord. LXV, r. 27 (29a). A 
solicitor issued a specially endorsed writ and a summons for 
judgment against his client on a bill of costs. On 23rd March, 
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1921, an order was made under Ord. XIV that the bill should be 
taxed and that the solicitor should be at liberty to sign judgment 
against the client for the amount found due. The bill expressly 
stated that certain fees to counsel had not then been paid and 
these fees were set out under a separate heading in the bill as 
indicated in Ord. LXV, r. 27 (29a). On Ist April the fees were 
paid and on 9th April the taxation commenced. The client 
objected to the fees being allowed as disbursements and the 
taxing master upheld the objection. But it was held on appeal 
that the order of 23rd March represented the result of two 
proceedings, namely, a summons for judgment by the solicitor and 
a summons for taxation by the client, and therefore proceedings 
for taxation had been ‘‘ commenced by the client’? within the 
meaning of the rule, and the taxing master had power to allow 
the fees. 








Reviews. 


Jurisprudence and Constitutional Law. 

Ivtropucrion To Law. By Frepertck M. Goansy, M.A,, Minister of 
Justice, Criro. Third edition. Butterworth & Co. 17s. 6d. net. 

PorpuLAR GOVERNMENT. By Arnovp Bennett Hatt, J.D., of the Faculties 
of Political Science and Law of the University of Wisconsin. The 
MacMillan Company. 

Rivce’s ConstiruTionaAL Law or ENGLAND. Third edition. By SypDNEY 
WituiaMs, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons, Ltd. 145s. net. 

These books are of interest rather to the student than tothe practitioner. 
Mr. Goadby’s book is a brief popular guide to Jurisprudence for the benefit 
of Egyptian students ; it is modelled on the works of Holland, Sir Frederick 
Pollock, and Sir John Salmond. 

Mr. Bennett Hall's essay is a summary of some ways of looking at Repre- 
sentative Government. Of course Lord Bryce, Professor Dicey, and the 
famous Russian, Pobyadonotseff, are the authorities from whom the 
information contained in such a work must inevitably be gleaned. Mr. Hall 
does not appear to have noticed the recent contributions to this branch of 
juristic theory on the part of the Frenchman, Dr. Léon Duguit, and Mr. 
Harold Larkin, of the London School of Economics. His essay is readable 
and instructive. 

Mr. Sydaszy E. Williams is a veteran writer of text-books, and his 
edition of *‘ Ridge” has all the merits one would expect from so experienced 
acompiler. It is careful, concise, and lucid. Attentionis justly paid to 

_such recent changes as those affecting the political and civil privileges 
of women, and our relations with the Dominions, the Crown Colonies, and 
the Empire of India. —_—_—- 

Workmen’s Compensation. 

Tue Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. By His Honour Judge 
Rureea, K.C.,and Henry Percy Starnes, Solicitor, Registrar of Hanley 
and Stoke-upon-Trent County Courts. Ninth edition. Butterworth & Co. 
30s. net. 

The last edition of Judge Ruegg’s standard treatise on Workmen’s Com- 
pensation was published so long ago as 1910, whereas its greatest rival— 
the corresponding book of Mr. Willis—appears every year, so that a new 
edition of the older work was obviously needed. We welcome it heartily 
because there is no doubt that His Honour’s work has very great merits in 
the presentation of principles ; it considers these more fully and in a more 
scholarly way than other guide books to the Act, however useful these 
may be. The present edition retains all the wanted features of previous 
ones. 
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Books of the Week. 


Rent Restriction.—Supplement to a Guide to The Increase of Rent 
and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1920 (Second Edition), Con- 
taining all decisions on the Act reported between June, 1921, and July, 1922. 
By W. E. Wiixtnson, LL.D. (Lond.), Solicitor. The Solicitors’ Law 
Stationery Society, Limited. Is. net; by post Is. Id. 

Receivers.—The Receiver and Manager’s File of Proceedings in 
Chancery. Containing a Complete Set of Documents in a Debenture- 
holders’ Action in the Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice. 
With an Introduction as to the Duties of a Receiver and Manager. By 
W. H. Fox, F.S.A. Gee & Co. 12s. 6d. net ; 13s, 1d. post free. 

Hindu Law.—A Treatise on Hindu Law and Usage. By Jonn D. 
Mayne, Barrister-at-Law. Revised and Edited by V. M. Courts Trotter, 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law, one of His Majesty’s Judges of the High Court of 
Judicature at Madras. Ninth edition. Higginbothams, Limited, Madras. 

Company Law.—The Whole Duty of a Director: his Rights, Duties, 
Powers, Legal Liabilities, By ALBert Crew, Barrister-at-Law. Gee & Co. 
5s. net ; post free 5s. 5d, 

Interpretation of Statutes.—Statutes and their Interpretation in 
the First Half of the Fourteenth Century. By Tuzopore F. T. PLucknert, 
M.A. (Lond.), LL.B. (Camb.), Cambridge University Press. 20s. net. 

Journal of Comparative Legislation and International Law.— Edited 
by Sir Lynpen Macassey, K.C., LL.D., and C. E. A. Bepwe, Esq. 
Angust, 1922. Society of Comparative Legislation. 
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New Orders, &c. 


Order in Council. 


Whereas it is enacted by the County Courts Act, 1888, that it shall be 
lawful for His Majesty by Order in Council amongst other things, to alter 
the number and boundaries of the Districts and the place of holding any 
Court and to order the discontinuance of the holding of any Court and the 
consolidation of any two or more Districts and the division of any District 
and to order by what name and in what towns and places a Court shall be 
held in such District : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice of His 
Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, as follows :— 

1. The District of the County Court of Somersetshire held at Temple 
Cloud and Midsomer Norton, except the Parishes detached therefrom by 
paragraph 2 hereof, shall be consolidated with the District of the County 
Court of Gloucestershire held at Bristol, and from the 30th day of September, 
1922, the holding of the said Court at Temple Cloud and Midsomer Norton 
shall be discontinued, and all powers and jurisdictions theretofore exercisable 
thereby shall thenceforth be exercised by the said Court held at Bristol 
and the said Court held at Bristol shall be the Court for the District formed 
by the said consolidation. 

2. The Parish of Midsomer Norton and the Parish of Radstock shall, 
save as to any cases pending upon the 30th day of September, 1922, be 
detached from and cease to form part of the District of the said Court held 
at Temple Cloud and Midsomer Norton, and shall be transferred to, and 
form part of, the District of the County Court of Somersetshire held at 
Frome. 

3. In this Order “ Parish” shall have the same meaning as in the 
County Courts (Districts) Order in Council, 1899 (S.R. & O. 1899, No. 178), 
provided that the boundaries of every Parish mentioned in this Order shall 
be those constituted and limited at the date of this Order. 

4. This Order may be cited as the County Court Districts (Temple 
Cloud and Midsomer Norton) Order in Council, 1922, and shall come into 
operation on the lst day of October, 1922, and the County Courts (Districts) 
Order in Council, 1899, as amended, shall have effect as further amended by 


this Order. 
‘ Almeric FitzRoy. 


Home Office Order. 
THE FAIRS ACT, 1871. 
THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1894. 
LAVENHAM (Surro.k) Fair. 

Whereas a representation has been duly made to me, as Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, by the Rural District Council of Cosford 
to the effect that it would be for the convenience and advantage of the 
public that the Fair which has been held on Shrove Tuesday and the 
Monday preceding and the Wednesday following Shrove Tuesday at Laven- 
ham, in the County of Suffolk, should be abolished : 

And whereas notice of the said representation, and of the time when I 
would take the same into consideration, has been duly published in 
pursuance of the Fairs Act, 1871 : 

And whereas on such representation and consideration it appears to me 
that it would be for the convenience and advantage of the public that the 
said Fair should be abolished : 

Now, therefore, I, as Secretary of State for the Home Department, in 
exercise of the powers vested in me by the Fairs Act, 1871, do hereby order 
that the Fair which has been held on Shrove Tuesday and the Monday 
preceding and the Wednesday following Shrove Tuesday at Lavenham, 
in the County of Suffolk, shall be abolished. 

BE. Shortt. 


14th Sept. [Gazette, 19th Sept. 
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Board of Trade Order. 


FOOD CONTROL. 

Order amending the Sale of Food Order, 1921, made by the Board of Trade 
under the Ministry of Food (Continuance) Act, 1920 (10 & 11 Geo. 5, 
c. 46), the Ministry of Food (Cessation) Order, 1921, and the Expiring 
Laws Act, 1922, 

In exercise of the powers conferred upon them by the Ministry of Food 
(Continuance) Act, 1920, the Ministry of Food (Cessation) Order, 1921, the 
Expiring Laws Act, 1922, and of all other powers enabling them in that 
behalf, the Board of Trade hereby revoke, as on the 15th September, 1922, 
Part III of the Sale of Food Order, 1921, so far as it relates to bacon and 
ham, 


Ist Sept. [Gazetle, 15th Sept. 








Societies. 


The Law Society. 
ANNUAL PROVINCIAL MEETING. 

The Council of the Law Society have settled the following course of 
procedure to be adopted at the Fortieth Provincial Meeting of the Society 
to be held at Leeds durin: the coming week. 

The members will meet at the Queen’s Hotel, on Tuesday, the 26th inst., 
at 10.30 a.m., the President of the Law Society, Mr. A. Copson Peake 
(Leeds), taking the chair, 

The proceedings will commence with the President’s address, after 
which the following papers will be read :— 

“The Organisation of the Profession: Local Law Societies,’ Mr. 
8. F. Butcher (President of the Bury Law Society). 

*“* Rent Restriction Act,’’ Sir Kingsley Wood, M.P. (London), 

** Public Trustee,”’ Mr. Reginald Armstrong (Leeds). 

‘Settlements under the Law of Property Act, 1922,” Mr. Eustace 
J. Harvey (London), 

The members will again meet on Wednesday, the 27th inst., at 10.45 a.m., 
when the following papers will be read :— 

“Conflict of Laws relating to Bankruptcy and the Liquidation of 
Companies, and the need for a Special Tribunal,’ Mr. E. Leslie Burgin, 
LL.D. (London), 

“* Departmental Administration,’ Mr. W. B. Cocks, LL.B. (Nuneaton). 

“The Development of Legal Education,’’ Mr. W. B. Gordon (Bradford). 

“Contempt of Court,”’ Mr. E. A. Bell (London), 

The President may make such alteration in the order of the Papers as 
he may think convenient. 








Frauds on Solicitors. 


Before the Common Serjeant, at the Central Criminal Court on the 
I4th inst., says T'he Times, Walter Kirby, 49, engineer, and Ina Dorothy 
Hopkins, 42, pleaded guilty to a charge of conspiring to defraud a firm of 
solicitors. The Common Serjeant sentenced Kirby to twenty months’ 
imprisonment with hard labour. He sentenced Hopkins to four morths’ 
imprisonment in the second division and ordered her to pay the costs of the 
prosecution to an amount not exceeding £75, remarking that she was 
under the influence of Kirby. 

Mr. F. 8. Laskey, for the prosecution, said that the prisoners had 
embarked on a systematic course of defrauding solicitors. They called 
on a firm of solicitors with a story that the defendant Mrs. Hopkins had 
inherited a house at Lyme Regis which was worth £3,000 and contained 
furniture value £1,500. Kirby added that Mrs. Hopkins had money in 
trust to the extent of £21,395. As a matter of fact the house had been sold 
in 1917 for £700. Instructions were given to draw up a will, and it was 
stated that it was proposed to sell the house. Kirby produced a list of 
securities and said he was going to Lyme Regis, and asked the solicitors to 
make him an advance for the expenses of the journey, stating that the 
deeds would be forthcoming as security. The prisoners were in similar 
negotiations with another firm of solicitors at the same time. Counsel 
added that other solicitors had suffered from similar frauds committed 
by other people. 

Detective-sergeant Woods said the prisoner Kirby was sent to prison in 
1915 at Lewes for stealing and receiving a gold watch. He was the son of 
Sir Alfred Kirby, a former Sheriff of the City. In 1907 he was charged at 
the Johannesburg High Court in connexion with the “holding up” of a 
branch of the National Bank of South Africa, and was sentenced to ten 
years’ imprisonment, but was released in 1912. Kirby met the female 
prisoner in 1917 while he was at Winchester in the Army, and she told 
him she had £700 a year. They lived in good style, but often not paying 
their rent or tradesmen’s bills. She was entitled to the income from 
£16,000 or £20,000, which was invested on her behalf, but there was a 
restraint on anticipation of the capital. 





THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE 4S TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 
FORGET THE CLaIMs oy THE Mippixesex Hosprrat, 
WHICH 18 URGENTLY mf NEED oF Funps ror rms Humane Work. 





Probate and Death Duties Delays, 


The following letters have appeared in The Times recently :— 
Sir,—Cannot something be done to put an end to the inordinate 
delay in the Principal Probate Registry ? Towards the end of Ma 
papers were filed in this Registry, and probate has not yet been granted, 
The case is a simple one, and before the war probate would have been 
granted, cer‘ainly in a fortnight, probably in about ten days. The case 
I have menti ned is not an isolated one, but is a good example of what I 
complain of. Great inconvenience and loss arises in consequence of 
executors being unable to cash dividends or otherwise deal with the estate 
of their testator. 
September 11. 


Sir,—I have read the letter in your issue of to-day from ‘‘ A Country 
Solicitor” on the subject of probate delays. May I call attention to 
the similar delays with regard to the passing of accounts and payment 
of death duties ? 

The questions asked by examiners of accounts are often irrelevant and 
consequently needlessly irritating, and it would seem that accounts are 
passed from one official to another with naturally confusing results, 
One can only suppose that in this very bureaucratic department there are 
officials who find it necessary to justify their existence. Death duties 
are sufficiently high and complicated, without having additional 
difficulties placed in the way of paying them. 

September 13. AnoTHER CountTRY SOLICITOR. 


A Country Sovictror. 











Companies. 


Government of Victoria 5 per cent. Conversion 
Loan. 


It will be seen from the announcement on another page that the London 
County, Westminster & Parr’s Bank Limited is authorised by the Govern. 
ment of Victoria to offer to the holders of £2,997,561 18s. 1d. outstanding 
4 per cent. Stock and Debentures, maturing Ist October, 1922, conversion 
at par into Victorian Government 5 per cent. Inscribed Stock. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society. 


The Third Term of the year will commence on the 25th inst., on which 
and the following day the Principal will be in his room for the purpose of 
seeing students who desire to consult him as to their work. Lectures and 
classes will commence on Wednesday, the 27th inst. The seventeenth 
edition of Stephen’s Commentaries will be the basis of the Intermediate 
courses during the Term. The subjects to be dealt with will be, for Final 
and Honours students, (i) conveyancing and probate (Mr. Formoy), 
(ii) company law and bankruptcy (Dr. Burgin), and (iii) practice in the 
K.B.D. (Mr. Gordon); and, for Intermediate students, (i) law of property 
in land (the Principal), (ii) obligations and personal property (Mr. Landon), 
(iii) general course (introduction and conclusicn to Stephen’s Commentaries) 
(the Principal), and (iv) trust accounts (Mr. Dicksee). Revision courses 
on equity (Mr. Danckwerts) and criminal law and divorce (Dr. Burgin) for 
Final students, and an Honours course on legal history (Mr. Landon) will 
also be held, as well as a course on jurisprudence (the Principal), for students 
enrolled under the Exemption Order and those who propose to enter for 
the Intermediate Degree examination. 

Students desiring to be enrolled under the Exemption Order should 
communicate with the Principal before the commencement of term. 

Copies of the prospectus and time-table can be obtained on application 
to the Society’s office. 








Obituary. 
Mr. W. F. Hamilton, K.C. 


The Buenos Aires Correspondent of The Times telegraphs that Mr. William 
Frederick Hamilton, K.C., one of the British delegates to the Conference of 
the International Law Association, died there last Sunday from heart failure. 

Mr. Hamilton, adds The Times, was born in December, 1848, the eldest 
son of the late Andrew Hamilton, of Southampton. Educated at London 
University, of which he was a docter of laws, he was called to the Bar 
by the Middle Temple in 1879, after securing the Inns of Court studentship 
at Hilary Term, 1878, and the certificate of honour at Trinity Term, 1879 
He joined the Western Circuit, and took “ silk” in 1900, practising in the 
Chancery Division. A recognized authority on company law and indust 
arbitration, he was the author of two standard works on those subjects, 
and was appointed a member of the Defence of the Realm War Losses 
Commission. He was also a director of several Colonial and South America 
companies, among them the Queensland National Bank and the Anglo- 
Argentine Tramways Company. 

Mr. Hamilton married, in 1884, Ada Margaret, eldest daughter of 





Mr. W. Morris, of Brixton Rise, and had one son. 
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Legal News. 


Dissolution. 


Georce Doxon WALMSLEY, ALLAN WALMSLEY and JosEPH FARRELL, 
Solicitors (Walmsley, Son & Farrell), Northgate-chambers, Blackburn, 
3ist day of March, 1922. The said George Doxon Walmsley and Joseph 
Farrell will continue the practice at the same address under the style 
or firm of “‘ Walmsley & Farrell.” [Gazette, 19th September. 


General. 


One of the quickest motor car thefts which has been reported recently 
occurred in a street off Regent-street, when a two-seater Rover car was 
stolen in less than two minutes while its owner was in a house, 


The Postmaster-General announces that the money order service with 
Germany has been resumed. Money orders will therefore again be accepted 
by the Post Office for transmission to Germany or Danzig or the Memel 
Territory. 

Mr. Thomas Jones, of Charlemont Hall, West Bromwich, solicitor, of 
Messrs. Jones & Alexander, of Wednesbury, for nearly twenty-five years 
Town Clerk of Wednesbury, a prominent Freemason, who died on 21st 
February, leaving £15,063 gross and £14,071 net, bequeathed to the 
Wednesbury Art Gallery such six of his pictures as the trustees may be 
advised are worthy of their acceptance. 

The next sitting of the Committee inquiring into the operation of the 
Rent Restrictions Act will be held about the second week in October. 
The Committee has received valuable information from disinterested 
parties, such as surveyors and county court judges, and when they meet 
in October a decision will be taker as to the nature and extent of the further 
evidence required. The Committee hope to present an interim report 
before the end of the autumn session of Parliament. 


Mr. Ernest William Halcolmb Blagg, of Greenhill, Cheadle, Staffs, 
solicitor, who died on 5th July, leaving £7,405 gross and £3,976 net, gives 
a sandy-coloured swallow, a pine marten and a British wildcat and any 
other of his mounted birds or skins of birds to the North Staffordshire 
Natural History Museum. 

According to Stubbs’ Weekly Gazett, the failures in the United Kingdom 
for the week ended 2nd September were 113, an increase of twenty. Bills 
of sale registered and re-registered 234, a decrease of fifteen. Mortgages 
and charges registered by limited companies amounted to £1,739,414, the 
amount authorised (where stated) being £1,906,650. 


Mr. Richard Harris, of Ladbrooke House, New-street, Wells, Somerset, 
solicitor, Registrar of the Diocese of Bath and Wells, and of the Arch- 
deaconries of Bath and Wells, Chapter Clerk and Registrar to the Dean 
and Chapter of Wells Cathedral, and Treasurer to the Wells City Corporation, 
who died on 16th July, aged 78, left estate of the gross value of £15,042, 
with net personalty £13,271. 


The Court of King’s Bench in Dublin, holding that a state of war existed 
which justified martial law and the action of the military under the Pro- 
visional Government, refused on the 1 5th inst.,says T'he Times, an application 
for a writ of habeas corpus in respect of Sean Beaumont and Captain James 
R. White, two prisoners in Wellington Barracks, who had been arrested 
by the National troops without a warrant or without being charged. 
An affidavit of Adjutant-General O’Sullivan was read opposing the applica- 
tion. It described the disorders prevailing at present and stated that 
Beaumont was arrested under grave suspicion of associating with Irregular 
forces, but the facts upon which such suspicion was founded could not in 
the public interest be disclosed. 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all Policy Holders should 
have a detailed valuation of their effects. Property is generally very inadequately 
insured, and in case of loss insurers suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM 8TORR & SONS 
(LIMITED), 26, King Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known chattel valuers and 
auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff ot expert Valuers, and will be glad 
to advise those desiring valuations for any purpose. Jewels, plate, turs, furniture, 
works of art, bric-A-brac a speciality.—{ADVT.] 








Winding-up Notices. | 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 


LIMITED IN CHANOERY. 


OREDITORS MUST SEND IN THEIR CLAIMS TO THE 
LIQUIDATOR AS NAMED ON OR BEFORE 
THE DATE MENTIONED. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, September 15. 


Henrietta House Ltd. 

Percy Robinson Ltd. 

Swift Haulage Co. Ltd. 

Bee Dee Ltd. 

Parisian Model Co. Ltd. 

Britchford Ltd. 

Leigh Transport and Motor 
Supply Co. Ltd. 


STANLEY Motor CycLE Co. Lrp. Oct. 20. Harry C. | The Glyndwr Coal & Pitwood 
Chambers, 5, Chancery-lane. Co. Ltd. 
Hatr-Prick WAREHOUSES Lrp. Oct. 6. A. E. Wilson, | Custodis Ltd. 


Snelston Copper Mine Ltd. 


pap eeeaen et. Mensherter. The Ekco Manufacturing Co. 


Kenita Synpicate Lrp. Oct.2. F. A. Tuck, 5, Fenchurch- Ltd. 
st., B.C, A Wilys & Co. Ltd. 

Dyer & Jarvis Lrp. Oct. 14. G. W. Burgess, 14, St. Mary | The Clarman Marzipan Co. 
Axe, E.C.3. Ltd. 


Capital Chemical Co. Ltd. 
Pomona Steam Fishing Co. 
Ltd. 


Hommes & O'DONNELL Lrp. Oct. 31. Samuel Hatton, 
94, St. Peter’s-sq., Manchester. 

CariraL CuemicaL Co. Lrp. Oct. 31. 
448, Strand, W.C.1. 


Harry Hackett, 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, September 19. 

Boyce, Ralph & Co. Ltd. 

Truefit Clothing Co. Ltd. 

William Waites, Sons «& 
Atkinson Ltd. 


Lrp. Oct. 6. Edward Rudd, Central-bldgs., Richmond- 
terrace, Blackburn. 


Backer, MAGALHAES & CoLomBiE Ltp. Oct. 16. Charles | Holden, Burnley & Co. Ltd. 
Tunnington, 22, Lord-st., Liverpool. The Southall Pig Society Ltd. 
Hamittons AMUSEMENTS Co. Lrp. Oct. 27. Percy H. | Chapeitown «& District 





Walker, 4, Park-place, Cardiff. Agricultural Society Ltd. 


Resolutions for Winding-up_ | 
Voluntarily. | 


London Gazette.—F RIDAY, September 15. 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, September 19. 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 

TUESDAY, September 12. 

Bangor. Pet, 
Stock- 


London Gazette. 


ABBOTT, EVAN, Carnarvon, Auctioncer. 
Aug. 19. Ord, Sept. 8. 
ANDREW, ALFRED, Cheadle, Chester, Warehouseman. 
port. Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. 8. 
| Arscott, Vicrok H. E., Whitstone, Cornwall, Farmer. 
Exeter. Pet. Aug. 18. Ord. Sept. 6. 
BARING, MAXWELL, Manchester, Merchant. 
Pet. Aug. 23. Ord. Sept. 8. 
BLENKIN, GEORGE E., Ottringham, Yorks, General Carrier. 
Kingston-upon-Hull. Pet. Sept. 9. Ord. Sept. 9. 
BOKKER, ELIZABETH A., Walsall, Grocer and General Dealer. 
Walsall. Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. 8. 
Bostock, ARTHUR, Leeds, Journalist. 
Ord. Sept. 8. 
BRIDGEWATER, THOMAS O., Caerphilly, 
Pontypridd. Pet. Sept. 6. Ord. Sept. 6. 
CHARLTON, RANDAL, Long Acre. High Court. Pet. Aug. 4. 
Ord. Sept.-8. 


F. W. Eden Ltd. 

The Alliance Clothing Co. Ltd. 

Defy-All Cycle and Motor 
Cycle Co. Ltd. 

Nottingham Licence Holders 
Ltd. 

Half-Price Warehouses Ltd. 

Pool Institute Ltd. 

Foulkes Ltd. 

Niblett Ltd. 

Sconor Rims Ltd. 

Lisle Consolidated Ltd. 

The Sawhee Gold Mines (West 
Africa) Ltd. 

Ripon Public Cocoa House 
Co. Ltd. 

Leon Buchwald Ltd. 

Holmes & O'Donnell Ltd. 

Kerita Syndicate Ltd. , > 

Anglesey Market Garden & | Cooxsiry, SARAH K., Cadoxton-justa-Barry, Coal Merchant 
ry Growers’ Association Cardiff.’ Pet. Sept.’8. Ord. Sept. 4 Ys 

. DICKINSON, GEORGE D., Gateshead, Insurance Agent. New- 

castle-upon Tyne. Pet. Sept. 7. Ord. Sept. 7. 

DvuBOVIE, MARKS, and DuBOViIE, HYMAN, Hackney, Furriers. 
High Court. Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. 8. 

FarLey, Henry J., Merthyr Tydfil, Oil and General 
Merchant. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet. Sept. 9. Ord. Sept. 9. 

FARROW, GRANVILLE, Oldham, Metal Broker. Oldham. Pet. 
Sept. 7. Ord. Sept. 7. 

FLETCHER, JAMES F., Sedgley, Staffs., Draper. Dudley. 
Pet. Sept. 5. Ord. Sept. 5. 


Manchester. 


Leeds. Pet. Sept. 8. 


General Dealer. 


Welch Standard Tyre and 
Rubber Co. Ltd. 

T. C. Harrison Ltd. 

Lubowa Estate Ltd. 

Saitax Manufacturing Co. 
Ltd. 











THE LICENSES 


| Fire, Burglary, Loss 


LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 








FOR FURTHER 
INFORMATION WRITE: 





INSURANCE CO., LTD., 


conducting Fidelity, Glass, Motor, Public Liability, ete. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of Licensed Property settled by 


VICTORIA EMBANKMENT (next Temple Station), W.C.2. 


AND GENERAL 


of Profit, Employers’, | 


Counsel will be sent on application. 
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Frexcu, Henry, Bury, Fruiterer. Bolton. Pet. Sept. 8.| HeNwoop, Groror, and LANE, James, Hanley, Garage | HOSPITALS & CHARITABLE INSTITUTIONS 
11. 


Ord, Sept. 8 ; Proprietors. Hanley. Pet. Aug. 25. Ord. Sept. 


GLENISTER, AMOS i. Cambridge, Sewing Machine Mechanic. | HItLeN, DupLEY P., Cambridge, Motor Engineer. Cam- 
Cambridge. Pet. Sept. 9. Ord. Sept. 9 bridge. Pet. Sept. 13. Ord. Sept. 13. SPURGEON’ $ ORPHAN HOMES 
GoLppernc, MAavrict Bayer st., Aldersgate, Merchant. Hopkins, Cyrus E., Charing Cross. High Court. Pet. June 26. i] 
High Court. Pet. July 27. Ord. Sept. 8 Ord. Sept. 13. STOCKWELL, LONDON, 8.W.9. 
CLIFTO 





GRAHAM, Mrs. ., West Kensington High Court. Pet. July Jounson, JouN G., Durham, Confectioner. Durham. Pet. Seaside Home Branch : 


Sept. 12. Ord. Sept. 12. President and : 
Coal Dealer. High Court. Pet. July 17. Levese, Wootr B., Moor-lane, General Merchant. High Vice-President & T Gas, 
. nt. 7 Court. Pet. Aug. 11. Ord. Sept. 13. A HOME and SCHOOL for ATHER Lhe 
HALL, Georan W iwston-upon-Hull, Butcher. Kingston- MARSHALL Mackay Co., THE, Berners-st., Advertising CHILDREN, and a Memorial of the Beloved Founder, 
upon-Hull. Pet pt. 8. Ord. Sept. 8 Specialists. High Court. Pet. July 13. Ord. Sept. 13. Cc. H. Spurgeon. No votes required. The most needy 
HANeury, CHARLIE Melton Mowbray, Milk Retailer. MELLOR, THomas, Derby, Compositor. Derby. Pet. Sept. 9. and deserving cases are selected by the Committee of 
Iaicest Pet pt. 7. Ord. Sept. 7 Ord. Sept. 9 Management. 
Heckens, Marruew 0O., Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Electrical MILnmManx, THomas R., Alwington, Devon, Farmer. Barn- Contributions should be sent ae tg pe G.Lappa, 
Whe jexaler and Agent Newcastle-upon-T yne Pet staple. Pet. Sept. 11. Ord. Sept. 11. Spurgeon’s Orphan Homes, Stockwell, London, 8.W.9. 
ent. 8. Ord. Sept. 8 NUTHALL, ELMZABeETH A., Barrow-in-Furness, General Dealer. NOTICE TO INTENDING BENEFACTORS.—Onr 
Hes ‘LEY, ALBERT E., Smethwick, Dairyman. West Bromwich Barrow-in-Furness. Pet. Sept. 13. Ord. Sept. 13. last Annual! Report, con a Legal Form of Bequest, 
Pet. Sept. 7. Ord. Sept. 7 PATTERSON, ELIZABETH A., Barrow-in-Furness, General will be gladly sent on appli to the Secretary. 
Hovektss, Sypxey, Higham Ferrers, Boot Manufacturer Dealer. Barrow-in-Furness. Pet. Sept. 12. Ord. Sept. 12. 
Northampton. Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. 8 Peacock, Ropert H., Birmingham, Tailor. Birmingham. : . . 
Kessent, Joun F. R., Devonport, Carpenter. Plymouth. Pet. Aug. 10. Ord. Sept. 12. JAHNKE, EpWIN, Queen Victoria-st., Company Director, 
Pet. Sept. 7. Ord. Sept. 7 RAMSEY, NORMAN L., South Shields, Butcher. Neweastle- High Court. Pet. June 2. Ord. Sept. 13. 
LANDON, GWILYM R stradgyniais, Brecon, Shot Firer in upon-Tyne. Pet. Sept. 12. Ord. Sept. 12. JORDAN, WILFRA, Morecambe, 1. eee Agent, 
Colliery. Neath. Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. 8 Reeve, GeorGe H., Trowell, Notts, Carting Contractor. Preston. Pet. Aug. 14. Ord. Sept. 
MALPA JOSEPH S., Lymm, Chester, Traveller Nottingham. Pet. Sept. 12. Ord. Sept. 13. KNIGHT, GRORGE, Ewell, Surrey. Soe. Pet. July 22. 
Warrington. Pet e115. Ord. Sept. 7 Roperrs, GeorGe, Warrington, Travelling Draper. War- Ord. Sept. 14. 
Marius, Horace J. A., Birmingham, Electrical Engineer rington. Pet. Sept. 11. Ord. Sept. 11. MASON, JOHN A. S., and DENNISON, MILDRED T., St. Anne’s- 
Birmingham. Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. 8 Rosin, AZIAH, Blaina, Mon., General Dealer. Tredegar. ng -Sea, Tailors. Blackpool. Pet. Aug. 18. Ord 
Mornis & Co A. E., I insbur y-pavement. High Court Pet. Sept. 11. Ord. Sept. 11 Sept . 15 
Pet. Sept. 1. Ord. Sept. 7 Suarr, Eanest, Leeds, Basket Manufacturer Leeds. MINSKIP, Marky J., Doncaster, Fruiterer. Sheffield. Pet. 
NETTLEINGHAMI ] kEDERICK T., Wigmore-st., Financier Pet. Sept. 13. Ord. Sept. 13 Sept. 15. Ord. Sept. 15. 
High Court. Pet. May 3, Ord. Sept. 9 Surrtey, Haroup P., Barrow-in-Furness, —¥ Mechanic. PALMER, WiL4iAM A., Staines, Bootmaker and Clothier. 
PALLETT, JOHN H., Nottingham, Clerk. Nottingham, Pet. Barrow-in-Furness. Pet. Sept. 11. Ord. Sept. 11. Windsor. Pet. Sept. 14. Ord. Sept. 14. 
Ang. 24. Ord. Sept. 7 WASSALL, SAMUEL, Birmingham, Draper. Birmingham. PARKINSON, JAMES E., Lower Edmonton, Agent. Edmonton. 
Parnkuunrst, CLIve, Elgin-crescent, Holland Park, Furniture Pet. Aug. 28. Ord. Sept. 11. Pet. Aug. 21. Ord. Sept. 13. 
Dealer. High Court. Pet. July 8. Ord. Sept. 7 WILLIAMS, Joun, and Regs, THomas, idan lily, Tailors, | PHILLIPS, KE. T., (a Firm) Blac kpool, Ironmongers. Blackpool. 
PAYNE rimoruy, Nuneaton, Boot Repairer Coventry. Carmarthen. Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. Pet. Aug. 17. Ord. Sept. 
Pet. Sept. 7. Ord, Sept. 7 WILLIAMS, Joun H., Wrexham, Licensed “Victualler. Wrex- Porrer, THOMAS, Birmingham, ‘Coal Merchant. Birmingham. 
ftuckaBy, Anruur K., Bridgwater, lronmonger. Bridgwater ham. Pet. Sept. 9. Ord. Sept. 9 Pet. Aug. 28. Ord. Sept. 
Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. 8 WILLIAMS, WALTER, Ammanford, Stationer. Carmarthen. PUNSHON, GroRGE, St. Helens, Lancs., General Dealer, 
SHAL, WILLIAM N Manchester, Merchant Manchester Pet. Sept. 9. . Ord. Sept. 9 Liverpool. Pet. Sept. 14. Ord. Sept. 14. 
Pet. Sept. 7. Ord. Sept. 7 WyatrT; ALFRED E., Hatton, nr. Bedfont, Middix., Farmer. | Reipy, JOHN, Rotherhithe, Stevedore and Contractor. 
SERGEANT, Grong W. C., York, Upholsterer. York. Pet Brentford. Pet. Sept. 11. Ord. Sept. 11. High Court. Pet. Aug. 18. Ord. Sept. 
a ROSENTHAL, JACOB, Finsbury-st., Me rchant. High Court. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, September 19 Pet. July 24. Ord. Sept. 14. 
SADLER, JAMES P., Hills-place, Oxford-st. High Court. 
Pet. Aug. 4. Ord. Sept. 14. 
SIBRADZKI, G. (a Firm), Vhitechapel, ~~ Silk 














Sept. 8 Ord, Sept. 8 
STRICKLAND, FRANCIS, Darfield, m ar Barnsley, Coal Miner 
Barnsley. Pet. Sept. 7. Ord. Sept. 7 \Lisopr, A. T. W., Westminster Palace-gdns. High Court. 
Tuomson, W. J., Muswell Hill, Hardware Merchant. High Pet. June 20. Ord. Sept. 15. 
Court. Pet. Aug. 8. Ord. Sept. 7 ALLTON, Herpert, Glascote, near Tamworth, Market 


rracey, I 2 Court-square. High Court. Pet. July 18 Gardencr. Birmingham. Pet. Sept. 15. Ord. Sept. 15 Merchants. High Court. Pet. Aug. 22. Ord. Sept. 16. 


Ord, Sept ARNOLD, THOMAS, Birmingham, Baker. Birmingham, , 5MITH, JESSIE, Medstead, near Alton, Licensed Victualler. 
PRarMaN, Captain ALBert H., Hill-st., Knightsbridge. High Pet. Aug. 17. Ord. Sept. 15 Winchester. Pet. Sept. 15 Ord. Sept. ; 
Court. Pet. July 10. Ord. Sept. 7 Asucrort, 'F. A., West Derby, Liverpool, Tailor. Liverpool Smith, WILLIAM G., Reading, Boot be. Reading. 
Wuirk, JAMES W Summerseat, near Manchester Beer- Pet. Aug. 29. Ord. Sept. 15. Pet. Sept. 14. Ord. Sept. 14. : 
house Keeper. Bolton. Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. 8 ASHWORTH, ARTHUR K., Spalding, Tailor and General Dealer, | SQUARELAFICTU, LovIs C., Vauxhall Bridge-rd., Restaurant 
Younagk, Rosser J.and Younour, Margaret, Ashington, Peterborough. Pet. Sept.15. Ord. Sept. 15 Proprietor. High Court. Pet. July 26. Ord. Se pt. 14. 
Northumberland, General Dealers, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. | BarkeR, MERRILL, Melton Mowbray, Baker. Leicester.) STAFFORD, SMITH & Jacons, London Wall-avenue, Furriers. 
Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. 8 Pet. Sept. 15. Ord. Sept. 15 ; High Court. Pet. Aug. 14. Ord. Sept. 14. 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the BOTEVYLE, Epwarp W. J., Fulham, Florist and General VeNTEM, W., Savile-place, Bootmaker. High Court. Pet 
London Gazette of Sept. 1, 19 Dealer. High Court. Pet. July 7. Ord. Sept. 15. July 14. Ord, Sept. 14. 
Mars, SreNceR, Bolton, Licensed’ Victualler Bolton. | Ronson, WALTER, Normanton, Derby, Newsagent and WATERS, FRANK, Baldslow, Sussex, Corn Dealer. Hastings. 
Pet. Aug. 20. Ord. Aug. 29 Confectioner. Derby. Pet. Sept. 14. Ord. Sept. 14. Pet. Sept. 16. Ord. Sept. 16. 
, BRIFFETT, SIDNEY J., Brithdir, Glam., Erector of Portable | Watson, Lawnenos 8., Bradford, House Furnisher. Bradieed. 
London Gasctle—Yuibay, September 15 Buildings. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet. Sept. 15. Ord. Sept. 15, | _ Pet. Aug. 16. Ord. Sept. 14 : 
BURTELSTEIN, SYDNEY, Manchester, Tailors’ Trimmings | Bristow, CHARLES B., Hartlepool, Benger and Hosier, | Wovs, J., Waterloo, near Liverpool, Builder. Liverpool. 
Merchant. Manchester. Pet. Sept. 12. Ord. Sept. 12 Sunderland. Pet. Sept.5. Ord. Sept. Pet. Aug. 17. Ord. Sept. 14 
BIDPLECOMBE, WII saom E., Portsmouth, Boot Manufacturer BRooKs, ERNEST, yoy — Halvdscsser. Lincoln. Amended — substitute d for that published in the 
Portsmouth. Pet. Sept. 7. Ord. Sept. 7 Pet. Sept. 15. Ord. Sept. 4 Gazette of Sept. 12, 1922 
Brooke, ExNest A., Bournemouth, Tailor. Portsmouth. | CHAMBERLAIN, VALENTINE x , Southgate, Nurseryman. | FRENCH, Hexny W., Bury, Lancs. Florist and Fruiterer. 


Pet. Aug. 17. Ord. Sept. 7 Edmonton. Pet. Aug. 22. Ord. Sept. 13. , | Bolton. Pet. Sept. 7. Ord. Sept. 8. 


BUCKLEY, FREDERICK, Shaw, Operative Cotton Spinner. , CHILTON, MATTHEW H., Bishop Auckland, Cycle and Motor 
Oldham. Pet. Sept. 12. Ord. Sept. 12. Dealer. Durham. Pet. Sept. 16. Ord. Sept. 16. M PENMAN & CO 
Coney, Frep, Huddersfield, Tobacconist Huddersfield. | ConBALLY, JoserH, Catterick Camp, Yorks., Hairdresser’ ESSRS. ® 
Pet. Sept. 11. Ord, Sept. 11 Northallerton. Pet. Sept. 13. Ord. Sept. 13 AUCTIONEERS, SURVEYORS AND VALUE 
CRAWSHAW, SARAH A., Southport, Confectioner. Brentford.| CritcHiey, JosepH, Leigh, Lancs., Whole sale Baker. Telephone: 


Pet. July 13. Ord, Sept. 11 Bolton. Pet. July 26. Ord. Sept. 13 104a, GUILFORD «a W.C.1. 3014 MUSEUM. 


A. i - 
CUTLER, HERBERT C., Bournemouth, Taxi-cab Driver. Poole DARBYSHIRE, ARTHUR, Wigan, Labohrer. Wigan. Pet. 


Sept. 9. Ord. Sept. 9 Sept. 16. Ord. Sept. 16 

Davin M., Corwen, Merioneth, Builder, Wrexham. | Dopsin, J. E., Clapton. High Court. Pet. Aug. 14. Ord ARDMAY HOTEL 
pt. 11. Ord. Sept. 11 Sept. 15. 

Dickins, Lewis E., Birmingham, Printer and Publisher. | FrLewoop, Frep, East Dulwich, Provision Dealer. High Wosurn Piace, W.C.1. 

: Birmingham. Pet. Sept. 13. Ord. Sept 13, _ Court Pet. Aug. 15. Ord. Sept. 15. ‘ Bedroom with Breakfast, Bath and Attendance, trom 

FARTHING, CHARLES, Ramsey, nr. Harwich, Butcher. FLETCHER, JOHN D.,$ Manchester, Barrister-at-Law 6/6 perday. Terms en pension 10/6 per day. No extras. 
Colchester. Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. 8 Manchester. Pet. Dec. 22. Ord. Sept. 14. Quiet rooms with Gas fires, for students, including all 

Foster, Epwarp C. R., West Kensington-mansions, Actor. GREEN, ALBERT W., Great Grimsby, Fish Merchant. Great meals, from 2} guineas per week Large eee 
High Court. Pet. Sept. 13. Ord. Sept. 13 Grimsby. Pet. Sept. 16. Ord. Sept. 16. . Constant hot water. Ni ht Porter. . 

GARNISS, Herpert, Kingston-upon-Hull, Electrician. GREENHALGH, ToM, 5 ae Caterer. Harrogate. | s 
Kingston-upon-Huill. Pet. Sept. 12. Ord. Sept. 12 Pet. Sept. 14. Ord. Sept. 14. Telephones : 979, 681 MUSEUM r 

GARRETT, GEORGE H., Loxley, Warwick, Poultry Farmer. Hovse, Bryan B., Wivellecombe, Somerset, Lamp Salesman. | Telegraphic Address: “* YAMDRA, WEST CENT. 
Warwick. Pet. Aug. 11. Ord. Sept. 11 Taunton. Pet. Sept. 13. Ord. Sept. 15. } 











SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION 


FOR THE RELIEF OF POOR AND NECESSITOUS SOLICITORS AND PROCTORS 
IN ENGLAND AND WALES, AND THEIR WIVES, WIDOWS AND FAMILIES. 
INSTITUTED 1858. —=— = aaa 


“THE ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING of the Members of this Association will be held 

at the Queen’s Hotel, Leeds, on Wednesday, 27th September, 1922, at 10.15 o'clock, 
when the Board will present their Report, Directors and Auditors for the ensuing year will be 
elected, and other general business transacted. 








THOMAS GILL, Secreiary. 
», STONE BuiL_piInGs, LonpoN, W.C.2 


5/4 September, 1922. 








Director. 
Agent 
t. July 22. 


St. Anne’s- 


18. Ord 
field. Pet 
d Clothier 
Edmonton 

Blackpool 
irmingham. 
ral Dealer, 
Contractor. 
{igh Court, 
ligh Court. 
ificial Silk 

i. Sept. 16. 

Victualler 

Reading 


Restaurant 
+ 1 


Hastings. 
Bradford 
Liverpooi 
1 in the 


d Fruiterer. 


ce, trom 
No extras. 
1ding all 
c rooms 


CENT.” 








